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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Examiner, 



Group Art Unit 



'^^The MAiUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover 
Period for Reply ^ 

ASHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY iS fiFTTO EXPIRE ^ MONTH (S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specif ied above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 



^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on '^'^^^9^ 
^This action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is ciosed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parfe Qway/e, 1935 C.D.1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

j^LCIaim(s) 



Of the above claim(s)- — 

□ Claim(s) ^ „ . 

Claim(s): — 

□ Clainn(s)_ ^ — 



□ Clalm(s)- 



, is/are pending in the application. 

Is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
. is/are allowed. 

Is/are rejected. 

. is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

n The proposed drawing correction, filed on . is □ approved □ disapproved. 

n The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received: : 

Attachment($) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited. PTO-892 

n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 



Office Action Summary 



U. 8. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 9-97) 



Part of Paper No. 



*U.S. GPO: 1998-454-457/97505 
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Claims 1-6, 8, 1 1, 13, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as anticipated by Japan 
as noted in paper no. 5(08-20-02). 

Claims 7, 9, 10, 12, 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as unpatentable over 
Japan in view of Tojo, Hunphreys or Richter for the explicit reasons set forth in paper no. 5(08- 
20-02). 

Regarding applicants comments, the Random House college dictionary defines "attached" 
as "joined, connected, bound". Thus, the frictional engagement of the piezo elements in Japan 
when contacting the insides of the flex spline constitutes "attached at least in part ..." as per 
applicants claimed structure. Regarding claims 8, 1 1 and 16, the two diametrically opposed 
piezo elements that engage the flex spline at any given point in time are both spaced from each 
other as well as being 'disposed on' (attached) to the inside of the flex-spline. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however. 
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will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 

final action. 

Budd/ek 

12/12/02 



c^RlMARY EXAMINER 

m UNIT 9" 




